Chakravarty et al. (1) have proposed an original burden-sharing scheme for global CO 2 emission reduction efforts whose underlying theme of ''Eat the Rich'' (or as it turns out, rather, the middle-class) might resonate well in current times of economic crises. The core methodological elements of Chakravarty et al.'s proposal include the construction of a current global income distribution curve, which is assumed to remain constant over time. The authors then boldly assume a constant elasticity of CO 2 emissions with respect to income, irrespective of country, development status, or time to determine each country's share of ''high emitters.'' All above assumptions are at odds with economic theory and empirical data. First, one of the most robust empirical and theoretical ''stylized facts'' in the economic growth literature is the so-called Kuznets curve: Nobel laureate Simon Kuznets (2) observed an inverted U-shaped pattern of changing income inequality in the process of economic development: inequality initially rises, passes through a maximum, and declines thereafter. Second, the assumed constant elasticity of CO 2 emissions with respect to income is entirely at odds with empirical observations both from macro-economic statistics (data available from the authors) and panel household data ( Table 1 ) that consider both direct and indirect emissions for urban vs. rural dwellers for different income classes. The emission elasticities are highly variable across countries, spatial location, income groups, and over time and also cover a much broader range than reported by Chakravarty et al.
Finally, the results obtained appear quite implausible. The authors have refrained from reporting their income-and emission-grouping results for the base year, so the reader can only judge the plausibility of the scenario results for 2030, in which India is projected to have 2 million high emitters, compared to 354 million in China. The 2 million for India are in stark contrast to observations by social scientists, who speak of ''Belindia'' (3), referring to the roughly 10 million current Indian inhabitants (approximately the size of Belgium) who enjoy Western European middle-class lifestyles. In a thought experiment we propose a much simpler indicator of middleclass, high carbon-emission lifestyles: private car ownership. Using a business-as-usual scenario, the World Business Council of Sustainable Development (4) We conclude with the observation that whatever burdensharing scheme is proposed as input to the climate negotiations, the scheme needs to be simple, based on established theories and empirical observations, as well as include some element of historical responsibility for concentration increase in order to be perceived as equitable from the perspective of developing countries. Even if highly original, Chakravarty et al.'s proposal fails on all of the above accounts. 
